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PREFACE. 


THE following address was given by 
Mr. LAURENCE HOUSMAN at the 
Large Essex Hall, on May 7th, 1912. 


The opinions expressed in it are those 
of the Lecturer, and do not necessarily 
represent those of the Women’s Free- 


dom League. 





Sex -War and 
Womans Suffrage. 


—-2a99-— 


HE charge has been raised in some 
quarters against the Women’s 
Suffrage Movement that it has 

brought about Sex-War; which means— 
if it means anything worthy of our 
attention,—that it has disturbed those 
harmonious relations between the sexes 
devised by Nature and continued by man, 
and has substituted for conditions of 
peace and concord a new element of 
antagonism not merely in the social re- 
lations, but in the vital interests of the 
two sexes. 

The indictment—if | have stated it at all 
correctly—makes, therefore, to begin with, 
a most astonishing assumption. It assumes 
that, in a civilization which confronts us 
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wherever we turn with the most discon- 
certing extremes of wealth and poverty, 
of obstinate self-indulgence and of forced 
self-denial, of plethoric satiety and chronic 
starvation,—all equally disastrous to the 
moral well-being of their victims—which 
confronts us in our richest and most popu- 
lous States with huge armies of disease, 
lunacy, unemployment, and prostitution, 
all largely produced by the moral and 
economic relations of the sexes,—it as- 
sumes that in such a civilization we have 
by some miracle kept intact that inner har- 
mony of the sexes designed for man in Para- 
dise ; and that nothing had ever seriously 
affected it—not even the Fall with all its 
attendant evils—until the Suffrage ques- 
tion came to create disturbance. We are 
asked, practically, to accept the notion 
that, amid all the horrors and unsolved 
problems of civilization, this one great 
central problem was harmoniously settled 
and done with—that at the centre of all 
our social warfare there was peace—real 
sex-peace around which war about various 


WoMAN’S SUFFRAGE. 3 


lesser and more temporary problems un- 
accountably spread itself; and over this 
peace the Spirit of God was to be seen 
brooding with the wings ofa dove, till the 
wicked Women Suffragists came to disturb 
His immemorial repose ! 

Reason staggers, and the voice of the 
lecturer falters when such a mush of senti- 
mental contradiction to history is set forth 
as food suitable for the human mind to 
swallow. Inno great modern community 
and under no code of laws, has there ever 
yet been sex-peace worthy of the name. 
That is why Suffragists are fighting to-day ; 
it is what they are fighting for—sex-peace 
—and in that fight we need something 
higher than mere primitive Nature to be 
our guide. 

All the same Nature, when she ceases to 
be primitive, provides us with some valuable 
parables ; and soI will take up her par- 
able first on that doctrine of physical force 
as the ‘ultima ratio’ of government to 
which our Anti-Suffragist sociologists are 
for ever inviting us to bow the knee. 
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Darwin, in the ‘ Voyage of the Beagle,’ 
gives us an instance of how, in the animal 
world, physical force may be made the 
basis of government, and to what 
deadly and destructive end the principle 
may be carried when blindly exercised 
merely for the gratification of that divinely 
implanted instinct, the dominant male will. 

Writing of certain breeds of horses and 
cattle introduced into the Falkland Islands 
in the 18th century, Darwin notes that 
whereas the cattle have greatly increased 
over the whole area, the horses show a 
strange limitation in numbers and 
development. 

‘Considering,’ he says, ‘that the island 
does not appear fully stocked, and as there 
are no beasts of prey, I was particularly 
curious to know what had checked their 
originally rapid increase. That in a 
limited island some check would sooner 
or later supervene, is inevitable; but why 
has the increase of the horse been checked 
sooner than that of the cattle? Captain 
Sulivan has taken much pains for me in this 
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enquiry. The Gauchos employed here. 
attribute it chiefly to the stallions constant- 
ly roaming from place to place, and com- 
pelling the mares to accompany them, 
whether or not the young foals are able 
to follow. One Gaucho told Captain 
Sulivan that he had watched a stallion 
for a whole hour violently kicking and 
biting a mare till he forced her to 
leave her foal to its fate. Captain 
Sulivan can so far corroborate this curious 
account that he has several times found 
young foals dead, whereas he has never 
found a dead calf.’ 

Darwin adds that the wild horses on 
this island have degenerated in size and 
strength and speed, so that they are now 
quite useless for the pursuit and capture of 
cattle, for which purpose other breeds have 
to be imported. 

Now there you have, in a sphere of life 
where no thought of Female Suffrage has 
ever entered to vitiate the relations of the 
sexes—there you have sex-war; and 
Nature (whom we unnatural Suffragists are 
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always being told to take as our guide) 
asserting the divine or demoniacal right of 
the male personally to conduct his race to 
its doom. ‘The stallion is stronger than 
the mare, and sublime in his strength uses 
it to further his own ends. ‘To satisfy his 
own sexual desire, he bruises and subjugates 
his mate (because her racial instinct is 
stronger than his own), deserts his progeny, 
and so weakens and diminishes the breed 
in acountry where it has every opportunity 
to flourish. The marital claim is exalted 
above the maternal claim, and you see the 
result ! 

The phenomenon arises just at that point 
where the male, by a combination of wiill- 
power with physical force, has been able to 
come between the mother and her young, 
to dictate terms, and to oppose his in- 
dividual interests to the interests of the 
race. On the face of it you must admit 
that there, at all events, in that uncompli- 
cated example of the social problem, the 
maternal instinct is the sounder guide to 
the strengthening and preservation of the 
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species. And the reason obviously is that 
the female, through her maternal instinct, 
is more altruistic—that she reckons for the 
well-being not only of number one, but of 
number two; that in a rudimentary way 
she has a better sense of values—the social 
idea in germ—but not sufficient power to 
put it into force. | 

Wherever, then, the male instinct for 
the protection and well-being of the family 
is less strong than ‘the female, it seems 
that it will be for the good of the race 
that the female should approximate to the 
male in strength, or be able to readjust the 
balance by combination ; while the aim of 
the male (if selfishly inclined and if he has 
the wits for it) will be to prevent any such 
combination, to keep the female individ- 
ualistic and non-social in her ideas, and 
reserve all the combination for himself 
alone. 

Whether we have ever seen the adoption 
of such a policy among males in the higher 
animal world we will enquire later. 
Generally speaking, in the lower animal 
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world the problem does not arise; where 
it might, gregarious habits have solved 
it, and the physical superiority of the 
male, spread over a number of wives, is 
reduced to harmless proportions. But I 
think we may take it that wherever 
safe and sound conditions of maternity 
are rendered precarious by the claims 
of the male, there the grounds for sex- 
war are already laid. And where they 
are our sympathies—outside our own 
species, I mean—are always on the side of 
the female. 

Tom cats, for instance, occasionally try 
to eat kittens; but when they do the in- 
ferior sex isa match for them; and I would 
defy any tom, however large, to extract, 
except behind her back, a comfortable 
mouthful from the nest of a smail but 
divinely infuriated mother-cat. I have 
known it tried; I have never known it 
done. But there, even in the abortive 
attempt, you get sex-war. 

In the poultry-yard outrage is more 
peacefully achieved. And is not the 


WoOMAN’S SUFFRAGE. 9 


poultry-yard less noble in consequence ? 
A hen is, of course, a particularly brain- 
less creature, and you cannot expect her 
maternal instincts to be highly developed 
while her eggs are still fresh. But if the 
mother of his eggs could find it in her 
prophetic soul to henpeck the cock when 
he comes to rob her of those antecedents 
to maternity,would you not heartily admire 
her? Would you not even maintain that 
to henpeck under such circumstances was 
an act well-pleasing to God and a proof 
of progress in evolution? Yet there you 
would have sex-war taking the place of 
that peaceful submission which Milton 
held to be the highest of female virtues. 
We get, then, in these few examples 
from our divine mother Nature, proof that 
the male is not always immune from 
aberrations of appetite which may be 
fundamentally inimical to the well-being 
of the race; and if in the man-governed 
State those, or similar aberrations of 
appetite, have come to be regarded as the 
normal or average expression of human 
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nature, then you have acondition of affairs 
which must lead to one of two things— 
sex-subjection or sex-war; and, of these 
two, subjection is the more dangerous, and 
sex-war—in so far as the woman’s claim 
to protect herself from these aberrations of 
appetite is resisted by the man—sex-war 
is a necessary and desirable stage towards 
sex-peace. 

Now as I shall have to say a good deal 
about the existing conditions of sex-war, 
let me put the other side first. Peace 
between the sexes exists abundantly in 
many an individual home—more especially, 
perhaps, in the homes of brave women and 
fair men; and it is not into these homes 
that the Suffrage question has brought 
discord. Nearly all brave women, and 
certainly all fair men, are committed to the 
suffrage already in their hearts, whether 
they know it or not. In those homes 
individual wisdom has made the occupy- 
ing partners wiser and more humane than 
the laws of the country in which they live. 
But in homes which merely reflect and ~ 
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stereotype the hindrances laid by law and 
custom upon the freedom and indepen- 
dence of women, in those homes the 
Suffrage question may have bred a certain 
amount of dissension, and quite right too. 
But in those homes no peace has been 
broken; the only thing that has been 
broken is silence, covering no real consent 
or agreement, but only submission. 

Now, of course, when we speak of aber- 
rations of appetite and the evil arising 
therefrom as having become average and 
normal, we are making a general charge 
against social conditions as they now 
exist, and are attacking institutions to 
which legal assent has been given, and on 
which much public money is spent; and 
I think politicians of to-day might be 
broadly divided into two classes, the pessi- 
mists, who accept conditions as they are, 
believing that on the whole they represent 
human nature,—and the optimists who are 
revolted by present conditions, and do not 
believe that they represent human nature. 
Suffragists, as a whole, belong to the latter 

D 


12 SEx-WaAR AND 


class. They are ashamed that men should 
find so much to pride themselves on, and 
so little to be ashamed of in the accepted | 
institutions upon which we base our 
polity of home administration and of peace 
and war between nations. They do not 
believe that civilization in its present form 
is giving us a good bargain for our money, 
or anything like a right proportion be- 
tween health and disease, or wealth and 
poverty. 

Of course when you say that to your 
dominant-male States, they will produce 
their athletes and their sportsmen, and all 
those fine specimens of humanity which 
are published and made prominent in 
their midst; they will point to their 
soldiers swaggering along the streets 
with such splendid chests, without tel- 
ling you how many of those chests 
are padded. They may even point to 
the decreasing death-rate in their great 
cities, due mainly to the increased 
power of medical science to secure long 
life for the unfit: It has very little to do 
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with healthy production, for the most 
appalling death-rate of all is the infant 
mortality of those under one year. They 
will show you all these; but they will 
cover up in splendid institutions, with fine 
healthy-looking exteriors (behind which 
you do not penetrate), the disease, the 
lunacy, the deformity and the suffering 
which are the price of civilization in 
its present form. If that side of life could 
be paraded to you in the streets only in 
dummy form you would be aghast. And 
if every one of them could bear a label 
giving the why and the wherefore of the 
disease, you would not talk much about 
sex-peace. 

Now when the Anti-Suffragist starts 
teaching us history and proving from 
results that innate ‘faculty for constructive 
government’ which belongs to the male 
alone, you will always find that he puts. 
down the successes of civilized government 
to male dominance, and the failures to 
‘human nature,’ [Tor instance, it is male 
government that has made our rule in 
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India the success it seems; it is ‘human 
nature’ which requires for the troops sent 
out to support that government a regular 
supply of army prostitutes—regulated in 
a way which practically amounts to a 
breach of thelaw! It is the ‘ power of the 
male brain’ which has evolved steel-con- 
struction, ship-buildingand commerce; it is 
‘human-nature’ which demands that they 
shall go at full speed through dangerous 
icefields, and requires that half of our 
national exchequer shall be devoted to 
the making and maintenance of weapons 
of destruction! It is ‘male enterprise’ 
that has reared up our great industries 
and regulated their vast out-put to the 
most profitable results; it is ‘human 
nature’ that men require alcoholic stimu- 
lants between meals, with the result 
that our cities are crowded with public 
houses where one is expected to drink but 
not to eat, and that we have a huge vested 
interest called ‘the trade’ which is largely 
productive of the misery and poverty we 
see around us! It is ‘male-dominance’ 
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which makes the home-institution and the 
domestic pen ‘come as a boon and a 
blessing to men;’ it is ‘human nature’ 
that within the walls of that home the 
pregnant and the nursing mother can have 
no safe-guard from personal violation 
while she is subject to the most physically 
exhausting demands of her maternity. It 
is from ‘male foresight’ and benevolence 
that we have throughout the country 
orphanages, asylums, and hospitals to meet 
the needs of poverty and disease; it is 
through ‘human nature’ that there have 
to be in this country to-day refuge homes 
for children who have been criminally 
assaulted bymen. I heard from a medical 
woman the other day that she had worked 
in one charity home instituted by women, 
containing 36 children from the ages of 16 
down to 4, nearly every one of whom had 
been criminally assaulted. That is only 
‘human nature,’ that has nothing to do 
with the ‘dominance of the male!’ Whether 
it has or not, it has something to do with. 
sex-war, It is the product of an age-long 
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war; and you are only hearing of it now 
—people are only daring to tell you of it 
now — because the Women’s Suffrage 
Movement is alive, and these facts of 
‘human nature’ are being stated. 

Now it is quite true that in history, as 
we have it to-day, man’s mark is pre- 
dominant—that he stands out from its 
pages in infinitely larger proportions than 
the woman; and it is sometimes argued 
that the subordinate position of woman 
throughout the ages is a proof of her 
essential inferiority—at least in the sphere 
of social constructiveness. 

On that point there are two things to 
remember: the first is that while in the 
past women’s powers have been economi- 
cally and educationally repressed, it is men 
who have written history and set up our 
accepted standards and our public emblems 


of honour and of social utility. And the’ 


other thing to remember is that we are 
still in evolution, and that there was a time 
—far longer in duration than the historic 
period—-when man’s social constructive- 


¢ 





é. 


WoMAN’s SUFFRAGE. 17 


ness was conspicuous by its absence, when 
he was leading a precarious existence 
fighting his way against the superior 
physical forces of antediluvian nature. 
Those physical forces went under, con- 
quered by the growing power of man’s 
brain in alliance with his higher physical 
adaptability. Butin that great physical 
struggle he became infected with the 
‘physical force argument;’ his conquests, 
which were really the product of higher 
mentality, had always a physical aspect, 
and it was not until he approached the era 
of science that he began to see that it was 
brain and not physical force that had 
secured his ascendancy. Andso man him- 
self has to go through a similar evolution 
and rid himself of his prehistoric and 
antediluvian notion that physical force 
is the basis of government. Lord Cromer 
and Lord Curzon, fresh from their wallow- 
ings in the mud of the Nile and of the 
Ganges, still think that it is. Well, we are 


_ going to teach them and their descendants 


better. 
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What is happening to-day is the 
socialising of the maternal instinct which 
has been too highly individualised in the 
past, and too selfishly concentrated in a 
direction that has made it fatally easy for 
good mothers to be very bad citizens. 
That socialising of the maternal instinct 
is teaching women to combine; and if 
they combine bravely they will prove 
themselves the greatest moral strength that 
the nation possesses to-day, and so in the 
end the conservers of her physical strength. 
Yes, even that physical strength, so dear to 
the hearts of Anti-Suffragists, is bound 
up in the success of the Woman’s Cause. 
This nation will be stronger or weaker in 
the future just in proportion as it gives 
voice and power in its councils to the 
maternal instinct in its new socialised form. 

Now if you regard, as I think you should 
regard, this socialising of the maternal 
instinct as the most central pivot of the 
Suffrage Movement—as a thing eminently 
worth fighting for, even at the risk of a 
certain amount of sex-warfare —it is 
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curious that you have to start (you who 
would fight that brave battle) with a 
certain measure of disarmament: you 
must give up the use of certain weapons 
of war which, in surface results at all 
events, have seemed enormously effective. 
And this is where I think we are unfair to 
the Anti-Suffragists—the women Anti- 
Suffra gists, 1 mean—and unduly impatient 
in our dealings with them. We do not 
sufficiently recognise that we are calling 
upon them to begin a great work of dis- 
armament —a_ divine renunciation of 
weapons of offence and defence over which 
an enormous amount of time, skill, and 
ingenuity have been expended. Literally 
we are calling on them to regard as 
diseased, savage, and obsolete, an art of 
centuries by which women have attempted 
to redress the balance of those physical 
forces which were against her. 

You will remember how the heroine in 
Mr. Arnold Bennett’s ‘ Honeymoon,’ 
having found a man who for his ‘ physio- 
logical emergencies’ (as Sir Almroth 
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Wright would call them), that is to say, 
his consuming desire for sexual possession, 
will lie and perjure himself — you will 
remember how that heroine, having tracked 
him and found him out, then says, ‘ You 
are the man forme. The man who puts 
his need of me above honour is the sort of 
husband I want!’ or words to that effect. 
And you will remember how, elsewhere in 
the play, that lady exhibits one of her 
weapons of war. She shows with what 
grace and seductiveness she is able to cross 
a room and sit down ina chair. ‘ There,’ 
she says, ‘it took me seven years to learn 
that!’ It was one of her weapons for 
driving a man out of his wits into the 
‘physiological emergency ’ of preferring her 
above honour. And you ask her to 
surrender that weapon which took her 
seven years to forge, and substitute’ for it 
—the Vote! 

I put it crudely. That, mind you, is 
how the proposition strikes her. She 
believes that, on the lines you are making 
for, all her ‘higher education’ will be 
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thrown away—all on which she has 
expended her daintiest finesse and skill is 
to be stultified and thrown out of date. 
No wonder—no wonder she feels you are 
going to make a weaker thing of her if 
you get your way. 

Far, far back in the past, woman, being 
quite as clever as man in her own par- 
ticular way, finds herself up against 
physical force, and sets herself to defeat it 
with something physical which is not 
force; and in a great many cases she 
does it. 

In a direction where she finds her forcible 
gentleman weak, she keys herself ‘ up to the 
nines,’ and she bowls him over, And the 
devastating powers of some women along 
those lines are very much greater, for the 
ends they are keen on, than the power of 
the vote. The mistake is to think that 
those weapons are as efficient in obtaining 
justice and fair-play for the many down- 
trodden and oppressed who are without 
sex-charm, as they are in obtaining favours, 
privileges, and pedestals for the few, 
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Now, just as a lot of men are perfectly 
innocent of any intention to tyrannise 
over women on the physical force lines, 
so numbers and numbers of women are 
constantly employing the forces of se- 
duction without knowing it. It has become 
so much a custom, so national an institu- 
tion, that they do it almost benevolently 
without any thought of malice. 

Go to the theatre, there you see batteries 
of them, sitting in the stalls and the dress- 
circlex—women who, with dear kindly 
hearts and the natural wish to please, are 
offering to men without thought that 
satisfaction for the lust of the eye which 
brings male nature more within its powers. 
I have tried to persuade women whom I 
have spoken to on the subject, that the 
contemplation of the exposed busts and 
arms of beautiful women in crowded 
assembly and heated atmosphere is a con- 
stant irritant, excitement, and temptation 
to man’s sexual nature—that it is,in a 
word, provender which keeps the animal 
in him alive and frisky—adding greatly 
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no doubt to the glamour of social inter- 
course, but paid for at too heavy a price. 
Many will not believe me; they deny 
the truth of it (just as some men to- 
day deny the truth of the political or the 
economic subjection of women), because 
it has become so much a custom, and they 
don’t feel about it as the men feel,—and 
as men like to feel. 

1 know that thousands and thousands 
of women do it innocently ; but I am 
always sorry when I see a woman stand 
up on a Suffrage platform caparisoned 
for war, in that style of. costume which 
may be described as ‘neck or nothing.’ 
It is not really consistent with the relations 
of peace we are trying to bring about, for 
it is an expression—only one among many 
—of that over-sexing of modern society 
which is at the root of so many of our ills. 

Don’t think that | am against women— 
or men either—showing this physical 
charm amid what I may call well-venti- 
lated conditions, but to me it always seems 
that the seasonable time for frank physical 
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exposure is while the energies are employed 
in hard labour, in athletics or open-air 
games, and not in the heat and crowded 
idleness of London drawing-rooms and 
theatres. I am quite sure that gala 
costumes and state dress should be dress 
and not undress. 

I have put before you this patent 
example of the sexual irritant in society, 
(covering, as I believe, conditions of 
war and not of peace,) because it may help 
to dispose of a mistake which I think is 
being made just now with increasing 
frequency—a mistake as to what sex-war 
really means. 

People sometimes think that sex-war is 
the same thing as sex-aversion. On the 
contrary, sex-war is quite compatible with 
a very strong sex attraction. Sex-aversion 
is pathological: sex-war is social. The 
pathological condition may be induced or 
accentuated by the social condition ; but 
it is only a minor or secondary symptom, 
and is not likely to affect more than a 
small minority. Sex-war, on the other 
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hand, may be the outcome of very strong 
sex-wants, meeting under adverse con- 
ditions —adverse and unnatural conditions 
produced by the provocations, permissions, 
or inhibitions of a civilization wrongly 
adjusted to our human needs. 

Let me give you a few instances :— 

Where, within the marriage bond, a 
woman tempts her husband into sexual 
excess, because without so chaining him to 
her side she cannot trust him to be faith- 
ful—there you have sex-war. 

Where a man makes excessive claims 
upon the woman—claims in excess of her 
own natural and voluntary instincts, and 
where he imposes those claims on the 
Pauline doctrine of wifely obedience— 
there you have sex-war. 

Where men and women, (on the assump- 
tion that the needs of one sex are more 
imperative, consuming and recurrent than 
the needs of the other sex,) institute or 
connive at the constant enlistment of an 
outcast class for the adjustment and 
solution of that inequality of need,—where 
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society, that is to say, holds that men’s 
desires must be fed polygamously, while 
women’s must be limited monogamously, 
and where, to provide sufficient facilities 
for condoned licence in men it maintains 
a class of women whose licence in that 
same matter it will not condone—there 
you have sex-war. For there you have, as 
a social institution, the well-being of the 
one sex having for its basis the ill-being 
of the other; and if that does not mean 
war, what does? 

That is a war which has been rampant 
throughout the civilised and the uncivilised 
world for ages—before any liberty, or 
equality, or Suffrage for women was 
breathed or thought of. It isa war that 
has strewn the world with the wreckage of 
human lives, with death, disease, poverty, 
and the downfall of nations. It is the war 
which every true heart in the Suffrage 
movement is set to put a stop to; and yet 
with that in evidence before their eyes our 
opponents stand up and prate to us that 
Wwe are instituting sex-war. 
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Now let me, at this point, put before you 
a ground for sex-war which may be inherent 
in the two sexes, and may have been 
brought out and accentuated by a lack of © 
equal adaptation in our social conditions 
to the requirements of the average man 
and woman. It may be that there are 
certain ineradicable differences of need, for 
the adjustment of which to the common 
good, concession on both sides is necessary. 
If those differences of need do exist-—they 
are not atall likely to have been evenly ad- 
justed where one sex has the pull physically, 
economically, and politically over the 
other sex. Iam not convinced that it is 
really the case, but it may be the case ; and 
if so we must inquire into and alter those 
social conditions and ordinances which 
have accentuated the disturbance instead 
of aiming at a fair adjustment. The 
question I have in mind is whether the 
sex-instinct of the male is as strongly and 
as consciously bound up with the welfare 
of the family as is that of the female. If 
it is not, you have ground for disturbance, 
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It is probably true, dealing in averages, 
that what the average woman most 
requires from marriage is provision for her 
young together with sustenance and pro- 
tection for herself during the productive 
years of motherhood. It is almost certain 
that the mothering instinct goes deeper 
and extends over a longer period than the 
fathering instinct; while, as regards the 
sexual instinct, the reverse is probably true 
—the man’s sexual life being considerably 
longer than the woman’s. If this be so, 
you have already, established under the 
marriage-bond, a difference of values which 
may, if wrongly treated, tend towards 
sex-war. 

The fathering instinct may be very 
strong and passionate where swift increase 
is necessary for the preservation of the 
family or the race. We seem to see that 
passion of fatherhood expressed in the 
Hebrew scriptures where a small, exclusive 
and tenacious race was fighting to hold its 
own surrounded in superior numbers by 
hostile tribes, But at a time when over- 
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population is the problem rather than under- 
population, it is unreasonable to expect 
the physical fathering instinct to bulk so 
largely, or to be so permanently and pas- 
sionately concerned in the vigour and 
survival of its young as the mothering 
instinct. ‘The sexual desire may remain 
just as strong, but not the paternal desire. 

Well, if that is at all true, you get there 
a statement of certain interests—the out- 
come of sex-relations—within the family 
bond, for the safeguarding of which the 
woman with her deeper maternal instinct 
will pay a higher price and more willingly 
than the father will. It seems to me 
hypocritical for men to pretend that, in 
the early years of infancy at all events, the 
women of our proletariate do not as a 
rule lavish more love and care—and even, 
strange though it may seem, extend a 
warmer welcome—to the young mouths 
which have come to add to the domestic 
‘problem, than the father does. And if 
that be so, the woman may find herself in 
a position where by sacrifice of herself and 
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of her own inclination she must bribe the 
less willing partner to undertake that task 
of family maintenance towards which he is 
less strongly impelled by instinct than she. 
Suppose, therefore, the position to be 
this, the woman has a stronger longing to 
provide food and shelter for her children 
than the man; while the man has stronger 
and more frequently recurrent sexual 
longings than the woman. To obtain 
sustenance for her children and for herself 
while mothering them, the woman, in 
excess of her own instinct, pays the price 
of the man’s sexual desires ; she may even 
seduce him into incontinent ways for fear 
lest his unsatisfied appetite may lead him 
to other women, and so deprive the home 
of some of the support he brings to it. As 
a consequence of all this you get marriages 
where no ‘close time’ for the woman_is ever 
allowed or thought of; and you getasa. 
result an overlapping of functions and a 
close recurrency of child-births crushing 
in their weight upon the woman—the 
bearing and the nursing mother serving 
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continuously as her husband’s mistress 
* with results which are naturally inimical 
to the well-being of the children and 
the economic conditions of the home. 
Wherever that condition of things exists, 
there you have the grounds laid for sex- 
war. It may for generations and centuries 
be smothered up in submission. The 
woman may accept it as natural and 
inevitable—the price to be paid by her— 
in a civilization where she is in economic 
subjection, for the maintenance of her 
children. But when it dawns on her that 
such conditions are positively hurtful to 
the life she mothers, and that the whole 
position is really this—that the man isnot 
willing to pay as high a price as she for 
the welfare of the children who are the 
product of what to him was pleasure only, 
but to her pain as well, and has to be 
bribed to the fulfilment of his paternal 
duties by the continuous sacrifice of what I 
may call her maternal chastity—when that 
fact dawns upon the woman then her 
moral sense is—or should be—in revolt, 
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and she passes quite rightly from a state 
of acquiescent subjection to a state of 
insurrection. And it is of course inevitable 
that any movement which so awakens a 
woman’s moral consciousness should be 
regarded by the men who so use women, 
as immediately productive of sex-war. 

Some of you may think by now that I 
am preaching sex-war as the inevitable 
law of evolution and of race. Not a bit 
of it. I do believe firmly that undisci- 
plined sex-instinct has produced in the 
past, and always must produce elements of 
sex-war, because there are these differences 
between us—the man’s unconditioned 
powers of paternity as against the seasonal 
prohibitions of maternity — differences 
which so long as they are undisciplined 
for the common good, work out to hostile 
results. 

But the men have only to take upon 
themselves a lighter load than motherhood 
bears, in self-denial and restraint while 
the mothering functions are in progress, 
and the conflict of conditions arising out 
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of ‘these differences will cease to exist; 
nay, more, will actually be turned to 
strength by the compensating values which 
self-discipline will disclose. 

I know that, for the present, that is a 
council of perfection that we cannot hope 
generally to achieve; but I believe that in 
the woman’s greater economic freedom, 
and in the recognition of her full right of 
way to a position of self-supporting inde- 
pendence, we have the beginning of an 
approach to that right of physical self- 
possession which is the ideal. 

At present, society is living a horribly 
over-sexed life. Most of us are oversexed 
from our birth ; and out of that overpressure 
of sex within us there arise conditions 
which are most certainly conducive to 
sex-war. Where the remedy for so much 
over-sexing lies we do not yet know, it is 
a matter for scientists to tell us; and 
what they tell us I for one shall hear with 
more confidence and trust, now that there 
are women doctors as well as men doctors 
to guide us, 
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To my unscientific mind it seems at 
least probable that the sexual conditions 
imposed on maternity by man’s supposed 
needs are largely productive of the ex- 
cessive sexuality of our social conditions, 
and that licentious desires run riot in our 
blood because marriage itself has become 
a licentious institution. If only the in- 
violable sanctity of expectant and nursing 
motherhood could be recognised as a con- 
dition which every woman had the right 
to impose, and which every true mate 
should be proud faithfully to obey, then I 
believe that all talk of sex-war in marriage 
would cease, and that the peace so es- 
tablished would communicate itself in 
blessings we can hardly realise to all the 
generations born after. 

Ofcourse I shall be told by some that 
such an ideal is impossible, and even harm- 
ful to male nature. I believe that all high 
ideals are impossible unless they have a 
sufficient mental or spiritual incentive 
behind them. Mind and spirit do gener- 
ally govern body if we could only recognise 
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it. If the mind has its chaste direction 
unswerving and constant, the body can, in 
the majority of cases, follow its lead with- 
out any great difficulty. No, it is really 
the possibility of the mental and spiritual 
incentive which these objectors are deny- 
ing. They deny that there canbe any 
valid and moral reason for acting so 
strenuously in arrest of natural impulse. 

Well, I will put to them a case, and see 
whether they can answer it in their own 
way to the satisfaction of their conscience. 
The case I put is that of a man who 
believes himself to be deeply and purely in 
love, and is engaged to be married. ‘The 
engagement lasts at least some months, 
perhaps for much longer; and he writes 
every day, we may suppose, or at least 
every other day, to the woman he is to 
mate. In every letter he protests his love, 
his respect, his devotion: love is his theme, 
and he is bent not merely on making her 
feel that his love is worthy of her, and 
on actually making it so. 

Are we to take it that while he is pouring 
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out his protestations of truth and fidelity 
he is consorting with other women, and 
perhaps, in their embraces, trying to 
imagine hers ? Is that a tolerable statement 
of the conduct of a man deeply and truly in 
love? 

Well, if it is not, the claim of those 
objectors must be dismissed as untenable. 
If a man deeply in love can live continently 
for the sake of his love, then he can do so 
also for the sake of his wife and children, 
for at no time in his life is his sexual 
nature so stirred and awake as it is at that 
time of probation and waiting which pre- 
cedes wedlock. Either, then, continence 
is possible to a man if the mental and 
spiritual incentive be sufficient, or the love 
which he professes from day to day has to 
be conveyed in terms which are deceitful 
and untrue. Is it any wonder if courtships 
so conducted should result in marriages 
within which conditions of mistrust and 
misunderstanding have a permanent place ? 

If, on the other hand, it is really true 
that male nature cannot find an incentive 
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for self-control sufficient to make continent 
living healthy and possible, let us have the 
fact stated plainly and without shame, 
and let us arrange our social order 
accordingly. But in that case we must so 
arrange it that we do not treat as an out- 
cast class those ‘sanitary nurses,’ shall 
we call them, who, as a social necessity, 
have to minister to the needs of man. 
Most assuredly, if you admit the necessity 
for these sex-scavengers, and yet insist on 
treating them as outcasts, you are doing 
them a grievous social injustice, and by 
your inequality of judgment as between 
sex and sex are maintaining conditions 
which must inevitably breed sex-war. 
How much do they breed it, as things 
are at present, we have the plays of 
M. Brieux, amongst other things, to show 
us. ‘Those plays are a contribution to the 
Suffrage Cause. They do not preach sex- 
war, but they reveal it. Inciting M. Brieux 
I am pointing to evidence which comes to 
us under the guise of fiction; and yet you 
know that the evidence is true. Wedo 
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not need the particular instances he gives 
to know that the victims of a certain dis- 
ease do often—as though the desire to do 
so were a resultant symptom—seek to 
communicate it revengefully to others. In 
one case M. Brieux gives, a woman who 
has taken to a public life carries back the 
staple infection of her trade to the man 
who originally seduced her, mere!y to pay 
him out. It gives her the greatest satis- 
faction. So there you get it, a plain case of 
sex-war—and the weapon used for it 
iS SCX. 

We were told the other day by Sir 
Almroth Wright that there was a ‘truce 
of God’ presiding over the relations of 
the sexes, and he gave as an instance the 
instinctive reprobation with which civilised 
man regards the striking ofa woman. Well, 
this country has been officially civilised, 
then, for less than 100 years;’for the 
flogging of women was still a State 
act in 1820, was still publicly practised in 
the latter part of the eighteenth century, 
is still recommended by Anti-Suffragists as 
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a cure for ‘Suffragitis,’ and is still more 
leniently treated by our magistrates, when 
it is done by men to their wives, than any 
other form of assault whatever. 

But what nonsense, what absolute non- 
sense and hypocrisy it is to separate this 
one form of assault by man on women 
from other and more serious forms of 
assault, and to say that we have this ‘ deep 
and instinctive reprobation’ for a blow 
dealt by a man to a woman, which we 
treat so lightly—seduction the communica- 
tion of disease, criminal assaults on 
children (which we punish more leniently 
than fraud or theft), and the murders of 
sweethearts and wives, to which are 
accorded a greater number of reprieves 
than toall other classes of murders by men 
put together. All these things are blows 
dealt out by men to women ; and the State, 
by its judicial acts, shows that it regards 
them not as less natural, but as more 
natural than other crimes in the same 
category. 

The men who talk so glibly about this 
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‘truce of God’ lie, and know that they 
lie ; or else they have not faced the facts of 
life which are all around them. 

It does seem, indeed, that the main 
statements of our Anti-Suffrage propagan- 
dists are nearly always inextricably linked 
up with hypocrisy and humbug ; and more 
especially when we are met by this charge 
that the Suffrage Movement is producing 
sex-Wwar, more especially then does it seem 
to me that hypocrisy and humbug stand 
crowned in impudence. But this, as I have 
already indicated, I do think is true: the 
Suffrage Movement has revealed and ex- 
posed to the light of day—and I hope to 
the thoughts and conscience of men and 
women—those many elements of sex-war 
which are the product of our present social 
conditions. And though sex-war is an 
evil and an unlovely phenomenon, it does 
at least, when openly declared, indicate 
that a more hopefulstage has been reached 
in our social disease; it is a symptom 
pointing far more towards recovery than 
do acquiescence and submission. 
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In the course by which a subject race 
comes to the recovery of its freedom we 
may trace certain stages. ‘The first, from 
which it must depart before it can do 
anything, is the dull indifference of sub- 
mission. After that the first signs of hope 
are unsettlement, unrest and discontent ; 
then murmurings, then combination and 
mutual trust among those who hitherto 
have not combined; then resistance and 
revolt; then war; then recognition of 
right; and then—peace. 

We are living at astage of the Women’s 
Movement when acquiescence and sub- 
mission are over, and though the weapons 
of war are now unsheathed against you, 
they were there all the time; and in the 
fact that weapon has now to be proved 
against weapon (and we know which 
weapon will prevail) we are nearer to 
peace than ever we were before. 

Now the weapons of offence most likely 
to be used in sex-war are the weapons of 
sex. Your instincts and your feelings, 
that is to say, will be attacked in terms 
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of sex. I can soon show you what 
I mean. A weapon thus peculiarly 
appropriate to the baser side of sex-war is 
the weapon of insult, insult so directed as 
to violate the natural reticence which 
regulates the ordinary social intercourse of 
man and woman. Break through that 
reticence, as we are doing, for the sake of 
a mutual and more friendly understanding, 
and there is no element of war in the 
breach, but only peace and amity. Break 
through it for the purpose of conveying an 
insult as from man to woman, ot from 
woman to man, and you have as vile a 
weapon of war as you can well imagine. 
I entreat all Suffragists to refrain from the 
use of that weapon which is so lavishly 
used by our opponents. Never let your 
indictment be against a whole sex, never 
define one sex as though that sex were a 
disease. That is what some of our 
opponents are doing. Defining woman- 
hood as a disease they dictate that you 
are to be what they call ‘ womanly,’ and 
because you will not accept their definition 
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and their conditions of peace they accuse 
you of fomenting sex-war. 

Let me give you a few instances of this 
imposition of terms which women have 
been expected to accept—not instances 
only of to-day or of yesterday. 

Thirty-five years ago (when it was even 
more unusual for an English girl to bathe 
from anything except a bathing machine, 
than it was six years ago for her to take 
any interest in politics), some English 
school-boys discovered a girl doing so. 
She was doing it modestly but unconven- 
tionally, and their sense of propriety, and 
perhaps also of proprietorship, was out- 
raged. They considered she was doing 
what was unbecoming in a woman; and 
they claimed the right—of superior physical 
force, I suppose, that basis of all govern- 
ment—to impose upon her their sense of 
what was becoming to a woman. And 
they did so by standing over her insult- 
ingly, and endeavouring, by their mere 
presence, to prevent her from carrying out 
her intention. 
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That was sex-war; those school boys were 
merely the product of a base method of 
sex-training. Yet inspite of their superior 
physical force that girl routed them. How? 
By appealing to their social sense. She 
asked the question—‘ Do any of you call 
yourselves gentlemen?’ That was enough. 
They left the field ashamed and beaten, 
having been taught a lesson which one of 
them has never forgotten. Less hardened 
than the Liberal Government, they came 
to their social sense directly their social 
sense was appealed to. hey did not need 
militancy. 

Three years ago a woman was selling 
a Suffrage paper in the street. A gentle- 
man—or at least a man fashionably 
dressed—came up to her and staring her 
close in tie face said—‘ You ought to be 
walking Piccadilly!’ It was the weapon 
of insult, the same kind as that employed by 
those school-boys thirty-five years before, 
applied to precisely the same ends. In 
each case the man was _ endeavouring 
by insult to impose upon the female his 
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view of what was becoming—to make his 
word law. It was not, in this latter case 
I have quoted, a new sex-war brought 
about by the Suffrage question: it was a 
sex-war as old as the hills ; and the weapon 
was no new one—only the phraseology 
and the occasion on which it was used. 
‘You ought to be walking Piccadilly.’ 
And he meant—‘ If you were, I should 
accost you and solicit you for your favours, 
and should pay you your price.’ Beautiful 
commentary, is it not, on that ‘ truce of 
God’ which existed before the question of 
the Suffrage was ever mooted? And we 
talk about sex-waras if it were some new 
thing. 

You have only to go back into the history 
of civilised nations, and there, established 
by law and custom, you will find this to 
be true: that alongside of their barbarous 
treatment of criminals they had accepted 
methods also for treating innocent 
unoffending women with an equal bar- 
barity. I have heard that in continental 
museums portable iron cages, or girdles, 
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are still to be seen in which. absentee 
husbands locked up the bodies of their 
wives while they themselves went free, in 
order to secure their fidelity ; and in those 
cages they had to live both night and 
day, for months or even for years. 

One of the great social abuses against 
which the medizeval Church, strong as it 
was, directed its strength in vain was the 
consummation of child marriages by the 
princes and lords of civilized states when 
the unhappy victims had reached the 
favourite age of twelve years. And you 
talk about sex-war as a new thing! Only 
very gradually are we getting rid of the 
notion that the sexual times and seasons 
are for the man alone to decide, and that 
the woman must consult his instincts in 
the matter and not her own. Both in and 
out of marriage the male still claims the 
self possession as his natural right. Do 
the generality of husbands allow it to the 
woman as her natural right also? Has 
the Anti-Suffrage reproach against women 
who do not choose to mate any counter- 


WoMAN’S SUFFRAGE. 47 


part directed against bachelors who exer- 
cise the same freedom? We do not hear 
much talk about bachelors being ‘ incom- 
plete,’ ‘superfluous,’ or ‘odd.’ The bulk 
of them are presumed to ‘ complete’ them- 
selves in primrose ways that involve no 
citizen duty whatsoever, and no family 
responsibility. But the woman who does 
not take up that burden (though her reasons 
may be of the best) is regarded rather asa 
truant from that school in which ail the 
masters are men. No wonder women are 
declining marriage if their right to self- 
possession is not recognised as equal to 
the male’s. Do not think that I am thus 
describing true marriage, but I am giving 
what I believe is an accurate description 
of the attitude of sexual proprietorship 
which some men assume towards women 
in general, and their wives in particular. 
If you hear a certain class of man—a 
diminishing class, Iam glad to believe— 
talking of their sexual connections with 
women (the hearing of such conversation 
is a privilege which comes more natur- 
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ally to men than to women, being a 
part of that free-masonry of sex which we 
are generally supposed not to reveal—but 
as to which Iam under no oath of secrecy) 
—if you hear such men talking—boasting, 
I mean—you will find nearly always that 
they talk of their male prowess as though 
it were a sort of punishment inflicted upon 
the woman—as though it had taught her 
a lesson, and given her a good deal to 
think about at her leisure. 

I can only suggest the line which their 
conversation takes; you must read into it 
for yourselves the full indignity towards 
womanhood which it is intended to 
convey. You may remember the charac- 
teristic remark of Squire Western in 
‘Tom Jones,’ when he promises to that 
good average product of his age the 
enjoyment of his daughter in marriage. 
The words he employs, and the whole point 
of view area mild expression of that which 
I am seeking to convey, and which still 
abounds in certain smoky and spirituous 
atmospheres. It is a symptom of what, 
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while it is submitted to, means abject sub- 
jection, and must serve as a challenge 
to sex-war the moment women have 
developed any sense of self-respect. 

Against that sort of thing the Suffrage 
Movement means war to the death, and we 
Suffragists are determined that the men 
who voice it shall not any longer be con- 
sidered representative of their sex. 

But that jovial cachinnation of sex—if 
so kindly a term can be applied to it— 
that point of view, I mean, which delivers 
itself in laughter, and in a sort of crowing 
exultation, does not stop at the point 
which I have indicated. It goes on to 
direct its gibe against motherhood also ; 
and even in the pains of motherhood finds 
fresh food for mirth,—and found it years 
and years and years before Woman's 
Suffrage was ever mentioned. 

Here is an instance, not from the slums, 
not from that foully submerged element in 
our East End which we regard as the 
lowest in our social scale; the scene 
Iam about to describe took place on the 
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borders of one of our great London Parks 
in the South West district. A poor 
working woman, about to become a 
mother, was on her way home when 
unexpectedly her pains overtook her, and 
she could go no further. A policeman 
came to her aid, and went to find a con- 
veyance; and while she waited a crowd 
gathered, men and boys; and as they 
watched her they laughed and made jokes. 
She was a symbol to them of what sex 
meant; some man had given her her 
lesson, and now she was learning it; and 
to their minds it was a highly satisfactory 
spectacle. And we talk about the 
Suffrage Movement producing sex-war ! 
Let us face the truth; conditiens con- 
ducive to sex-war are, and always have 
been, abundant in our midst, and they 
arise not from political claims but from 
sexual. | 
Wherever lust takes the place of love 
there you have the grounds of sex-war. 
Wherever cruelty has put mercy and 
pity out of remembrance ; wherever one 
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sex remains blind, careless, or contemptuous 
to the thoughts, needs, and feelings of the 
other; wherever in marriage the one sex, 
for selfish reasons, denies to the other the 
right of parentage—there you have sex- 
war. 

Wherever one sex tries to ‘ get the better’ 
of the other sex, instead of trying to get 
the other to be better, there you have sex- 
war. Andif the men of this country are 
saying to the women who are struggling 
to gain their political liberty, ‘It shall be 
the worse for you if you get it!’ then they 
are declaring for sex-war. 

If the women were saying to the men of 
this country, ‘It shall be worse for you 
when we do get it,’ that would be a 
- declaration of sex-war. 

But is not the whole heart and lfe and 
meaning of the Suffrage Movement just 
this—that it shall be better, and not 
‘worse, for men when their women are 
allowed political freedom equal to theirs ? 
And better for the State. 

Where, in a community, the social 
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instinct is strongest, and where the racial 
conscience is strongest, there—and not in 
physical force—les a nation’s strength. 
And only by giving voice and power to 
that instinct and conscience will the 
nation rise to salvation, and find a solu- 
tion for all sex-war—and perhaps for the 
other wars as well. 

For this question of sex-war and sex- 
peace does not and can not stand alone. 
So long as civilised humanity fights 
murderously to possess itself of wealth and 
territory and power, without regard for 
justice and fair-dealing, so long, out of 
that fever in its blood, will it inevitably 
tend within its own borders to seek a 
solution for class and sex problems on lines 
which have in them some element of war. 

The conscience that is not offended by 
the unjust subjection of struggling nation- 
alities abroad, is less likely to be offended 
by the unjust and brutal treatment by our 
authorities at home of Women’s deputa- 
tions and political prisoners; for they too 
are a subject people struggling against 
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despotism for constitutional rights. You 
cannot have hate and war between 
nation and nation, or class and 
class, and any permanent sex-peace ex- 
pressed by law. ‘The polity which breeds 
the one has not within it the moral force 
wholly to wipe away the other. 

And so, in your struggle to secure the 
real grounds of sex-peace, have it in mind 
that your fight is indissolubly bound up 
with the peace of class and the peace of 
nations,—that the Woman’s Cause, so long 
neglected and set at naught, is the cause 
of humanity itself, and of the whole 
world. It may be that only the enfran- 
chisement of women will teach men that 
war no longer pays. 

I was reading the other day of the con- 
ditions, under the German occupation, of 
those inhabitants of Alsace whose sym- 
pathies and racial instincts have remained 
French. ‘They are living under the same 
law as their conquerors: you might say, 
therefore, that they had no grievances; but 
those laws have been made for them, and 
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imposed upon them without their consent. 
Those who have French names capable of - 
translation into German have to submit, 
for all legal and official purposes, to the 
humiliation of seeing them changed; a 
M. Henri becomes Herr Heinrich; a M. Jean 
becomes Herr Johannes; and there are 
many other similar conditions to remind 
them that they are a conquered people. 
Their only way of escape from that sense 
is to become naturalised in feeling as well 
as in outward fact to a form of govern- 
ment which is foreign to them. 

Do not think that I have taken this 
parallel in order to pass any judgment on 
what, from an historical point of view, 
may be regarded merely as the re-occupa- 
tion of a disputed territory. I only wish 
to put the fact that there we see people 
living under equal laws—more equal, 
indeed, than some of those which here 
differentiate between man and woman— 
with the same access to justice, with very 
much the same economic opportunities, 
(outside official and State employment) 
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and yet they feel humiliated and outraged 
by those laws, and regard themselves as in 
a state of subjection because those laws 
are imposed upon them from without, and 
because everything is so calculated as to 
prevent their views and wishes having any 
real and determining influence on the 
administration of the State. 

Now, it is possible—I leave the question 
quite open—that you have here a dying 
antagonism—something which time will 
cure,and only kept alive now by the military 
exigencies(for that is the underlying reason) 
of the annexing Power. But in the case of 
our women you have not a dying but an 
awakened and an increasing unrest—some- 
thing that has been aroused, that Time has 
evolved. With all the inducements of 
heme, marriage, and brotherhood, and the 
mutual attraction of sex, there has followed 
upon education this demand, which noth- 
ing but the taking away of education, the 
re-erection of broken barriers, and the 
blotting out of women’s brain-power can 
ever allay—the demand of women for a 
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right of-way equal to that of men. And 
you call that sex-war, because some men— 
some men who will presently be in the 
minority—are opposed to it! 

We suffragists are not attacking mar- 
riage, or the home, or the right and natural 
relations of sex. But we do say this :— 
that the claims,of the home can be and often 
are used as an instrument for tyranny and 
repression,—used to deny fair choice of 
occupation, and to cut off women more 
especially from their right to. indepen- 
dence anda career of their own. Socan 
marriage be used to tyrannise, to repress 
and to defile. And we must remember this 
always :—Those who make the home an 
instrument of hideous oppression, invoke 
the beauty of other homes to defend the 
hideous use which they have made of it. 
Those who make marriage an instrument 
for habitual and unnatural licence invoke 
the beauty of a holier marriage-bond for 
the same purpose. Those who turn the 
attractions of sex to tyrannical and licen- 
tious use—who are most responsible for 
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sex-war—point to the joy that arises out 
of pure sex-relations in order to persuade 
you that,but for evil-minded Suffragists, we 
are living in conditions of sex-peace. 

We are not, and we cannot be, living in 
sex-peace while prostitution is accepted 
as the natural price which we have to pay 
for the protection of our homes—not from 
the licentiousness of women (that is not sug- 
gested) but from the licentiousness of men. 

I speak quite literally of facts absolutely 
beyond contradiction, when I say that the 
solution {or call it the working arrange- 
ment) of the sex-problem which male 
dominance in the civilized state has given 
us—is profoundly diseased. You know it 
is profoundly diseased. And if the male 
claims to be sole arbiter in the State over 
the relations of the sexes, he makes him- 
self responsible for that disease. 

The modern State is a battlefield covered 
with wounded men and women and 
children, horribly wounded, by a State 
regulation of the sexes that has not 
brought peace. Those who study medicine 
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know that every day children are being 
born into the world stunted, weakened, 
and of impoverished blood, merely because 
the man, the husband, will not consent to 
let the pregnant mother alone even when 
her hours of travail draw near. And she 
is unable to secure release from that 
outrage on nature because she is in 
absolute economic subjection to the male, 
and because, in doing outrage on her, he is 
doing what the law allows. 

Is not this an absolute parallel to the 
case of the stallion kicking his mare and 
causing the death of her young? Very 
well; all that has been happening quite 
irrespective of Woman’s Suffrage. Woman’s 
Suffrage has merely brought it to the 
surface, made us know of it, made us 
determined to war against the conditions 
which make it possible. 

And thank God, it is war now, and no 
longer that old cry of ‘peace, peace’ 
where there is no peace—war, not to the 
death, but to the resurrection from the 
dead, and the new Life to come. 
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